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SUMMARY

In this and in our prior comments, we have provided the solutions for the Federal

Communications Commission to simplify the process ofreviewing the multiple perspectives of

hundreds ofpotential bidders by implementing the following steps:

• Group bidders according to the technology of the services to be

delivered-this creates a manageable number of categories (telephone, cable,

satellite, radio/paging, et at) to impleme_nt by technology-not by interest

group.

• Adopt the provisions of the Equal Opportunity Act to include

employees-and the establishment of small business / minority /

technological corsortia. In effect, extend Affirmative Action to these

technological ventures. The principles and practices are already well

established-simply apply them.

COMMENTS UPON THE PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED COMMENTS

1.0 After a review of the hundreds of competing/overlapping technologies and their often

narrow perspectives, we earnestly request the FCC operate according to standard

marketplace practices-free open and fair competition-to facilitate innovation and

provide protection from speculation for all businesses, large and small.

1.1 We support English style, open, oral bidding, as do most of the commenters-with

the exception of those in the cellular, private radio networks and paging

businesses.
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1.2 We agree for the most part with AT&T's comments to the effect that, "a carefully

designed roll-out, guided by actual experience, will allow the Commission to

uncover any problems before it conducts the most important broad band auctions,

and it will assure the development ofa rapid and orderly process for licensing the

use of such spectrum."

1.3 We offer the supporting comments by Sprint,

"-rapid deployment of service to the public

-economic opportunity and competition

-avoidance of excessive concentration of licenses

-disseminating licenses among a wide variety ofapplicants...

--efficient and intensive use of the electromagnetic spectrum"

2.0 As a matter ofpublic policy, it is recommended that licensees adopt the provisions of the

Equal Opportunity Act for not only their employees, but in the case ofMWBE's they

extend their fmancial and organizational support to small businesses, minorities, and other

historically underrepresented groups. Over 30 organizations addressed the matter of

discrimination as their primary, if not exclusive focus. Our comments have provided for

remediation.

2.1 We offer the supporting comments of Calcell "that not only provides ownership

participation opportunities for designated groups, but also provides incentives for

them to employ, train disadvantaged individuals and provide source capital

equipment from women and minority owned firms."

2.2 We are supported with the comment of the American Women In Radio and

Television, Inc. that gender based preference can be enacted without running afoul

of the Equal Protection Clause of the Fifth Amendment to the Constitution.
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2.3 We are further supported by the Minority Business Legal Defense and Education

Fund in that their survey of 581 minority and women-owned firm has identified

substantial discrimination and that special efforts are required.

3.0 All bidders should be required to indicate what specific services are being offered-and

the precise channel requirements to provide that service.

3.1 Ameritech emphasizes our major principle-the rules must permit participants to

make rational, informed decisions regarding their participation in the auction

process.

4.0 Bidders are to be grouped by the technology ofthe services provided (cable, radio,

cellular, etc.)

4.1 To bid a second channel the bidder must demonstrate the present channel is at or

near capacity.

4.1.1 Limited bidding for a second channel will assure rapid deployment of

successful technologies, regarding those enterprises that are actually using

the channels-as opposed to warehousing of spectrum.

5.0 Applicants should attest to their respective technology competence-and be prepared to

implement within a reasonable amount of time-or be prepared to forfeit the channel

allocation.

5. 1 We were unable to find as specific recommendation among all the other

commentary-but we believe this is of paramount concern to discourage

warehousing of spectrum or application by those whose technology or actions

would delay the implementation ofpes technology.
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6.0 Cellular channels do not directly compete with UHF since they cannot release a single

channel with the Motorola Dynatac which requires all channels to perform switching.

Cellular providers are, in most of their comments, seeking exemption from having their

spectrum open for bidding.

6.1 Again, we refer to the comments of AT&T for a reasoned, sequential process that

would identify problem areas and allow the Commission to base decisions on

experience.

7.0 This is primarily a technological issue---and if addressed as such~oes net

necessarily exclude minorities or other historically underrepresented groups.

7.1 As a matter ofpublic policy, we recommend the Commission apply the provisions
of the Equal Employment Opportunity Act to include MWBE's that are
developed and assisted by licensees.

7.2 Bidding should be open, oral and equally accessible to MBWE's-assisted as
indicated above by current or prospective licensees.

7.3 Any allocation or "set-asides" for frequencies not in actual service will constitute a
technological and innovative impedance.

ctfull~b4yed,

'"" ~.~ fA ,-..
)'~.

Carlton . Dukes, Ph.D.
Mar cting Director
Reso rce Spectrum

7101 N. Mesa Suite 167
El Paso, Texas 79932
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In our comments, we haYe provided the vehlcltJor sma/I business Innovation to ,nler I"to and
compete In lhe Major Trading Arm.'II--b)' grouping bidders according 10 lhe lechnology ollhe
St!nJlces to he delivered- ,'hereby supplytng CMlpltttJve opportunityfor small hustneJM.Y.
minorities and other historically undll'''p'esenledgroups.

1.0 We an"tty requtl' thlt tbe FCC operate leeordla. to ,".darcl ••rbtplHe
praetie__rree, 0" aJId rldr e..,.titioD-to radlilat. iaDovlti•• lad pro"kle
protection Ire. speeu..tIon for aU bullneues, ,.....nd ......

1.0 A. a matter of p.blle pelley, it i. reeoDlmedded that Ilee...... lldopt the prwvi.lolll or
the Equal I_ploy.eat Opportunity Act to ioctud. _ploy. of ...... bu.ineta I
mlnorlty I ttc.noIoakai consortl•• I. effut, utend AfII....tlve Action to these
teclaDoiolical ",lItarel.

2.1 In their etl'ol1l to obtain licenses, small businessCI, minorltles and other historically
underrepresented groups should be allowed tinancialuswance from major
COll'Orations.

2.2 ~or corporations should be encourased to provide financial usistance to small
businesses. minorities and other historically undelTepresented group! .
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3.0 Yfm 'bMId lot"sM. for mID HeWSI the dllntl. 'llex 'UIIII 1M cbargd
C. dlrm;t. ........ IID'iUl OR "'e sb••cI,

3. 1 All bidders should be required to indicate what specific~ are being
offered-and the precise channel requirement. to provide that service.

3.2 The distribution ofthe transmissions muJt also be specified.

3.3 Specifications should encourage competition amona legitimate providen, and
dilCOUra.se block seizures without viable utilil.ation.

4.0 Bidden are to be1"0-" by the techaoJ..,. 0' the III'VIca ptoVtdtd (e.,. ras
tnD.miui.". RlODI!)' tr....fer, beve.... "endlDI inventory reporda. sy.te...., et al.)

4.1 To bid a second cbannel for an matinS technology, the bidder must demonstrate
the present cbannel is at or near capacity.

4. 1. I Limitedbiddingfor 0 second chtlnTwl is to Inure the r.pid deployment of
succet8fiJI technologies, rewarding those enterprlles that ue ICtUIIly using
the dlannels.

4.1.2 A corrrpetltiw environm,nt with inno""uw smlIllfI""s on It{IfQ/looting
with ltIQjor corporations will be adYanoed.

5.0 Applie••ts Ibo'" .ttest to tbeir raputtve technoiOlY c:oaa"'Ree-ud be
P"pared t. "pleRlellt wltill•• re••on.ble amountofd~r be prepared to
forfeit the c....... aII.atio...

Thl•••oukl diu.unlt biddln. by hllhly 'lIllded major torpondod. tIIa. adv,rt_
m....i..._or DoHUttent tecb.olop to:

5. 1 guard against monopoliution by ihnul that are currently IU1vertitina t«hnology
that is, by their own statoment, 4'meant to generate interest in the market."

~.2 auard apilllt monopolization by spaaalative investors who have no comp8lence or
interest in the technoJoiY.

5.3 diacouraae implementation of inferior technology fbr the sake ot holding blocks of
channell otTthe market.
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'.0 It b.. keD .t.'" tIIa. eeIIular thllDnfIJ will a)Dlpete with UHF-but tbh '1 Jlot0.......,.10.
6.1 Cellular companies caMot release a sJngle chaMel since the Motorola DynaIlC

usts all channell to perform its switchina operations, To prcwide linale channel
access,~ of these devices (in use by most cellular service providers)
would be prohibitively costly.

7.0 nab II pri...rty. technolollc" iI.u~.d does Dot neceaarily e:s:dllde adnerldes
or ot.... lIiltoriealy u.dernprcHated aro.,"
7.1 Ata mattD' ofpubltcpolicy. it is recommonded that ~Helldopt the provisions

of the Sq_ Employment Opportumty Act to indude employees ofsmall business
I minoritY f technological consortia. In effect, mend Afftnnative Action to these
technolo¥ical vemures.

7.3 Proviaitm htJ.f be~n mtIIIelorfinancial cooperation among ImQ/I ""sine" and
major corporatIom, and this "ooperation wouldatend to minority andol/wr
h,sorically flntM,.,..pnMnt,dgroups.

7.4 Bidding thould be ora!. one, confidential sgreeniJII for meetins the technological
criteria described above have been met by prospective bidden.

7.5 Any allocation or t1set·asides" for &equencies that will not be in actual service will
constitute a technolOgical and iMovative impedance.

HPfIpttU.lly submitted,

Carlton . DIlkes. Ph.D.
Marketing Director

;II'L',dL
Marie C. Dubs
TechnicaJ Director


